REMARKS 



Applicants request reconsideration and further examination of this application. 

In response to the Examiner's objection to the drawings in view of Claim 22, Applicants 
have canceled Claim 22 to move the case ahead to allowance. For the record, an inflatable 
support member is disclosed in the Description at page 6, lines 4 and 5. 

In response to the objection to the disclosure, Applicants have amended the paragraph on 
page 5 of the Description to correct the typographical error "not" to read "no". 

In response to the objections to Claims 9, 10, 17 and 19 in view of informalities, 
Applicants have amended Claims 9 and 10 to solve the lack of a word between "wherein" and 
"position"; Applicants have amended Claim 17 to remove the extra word "on"; and Applicants 
have amended Claim 19 to correct the typographical error misspelling "surface". These 
informalities were all typographical errors and have been corrected without adding new matter. 

Applicants appreciate the Examiner's indication that Claims 1 and 1 1 would be allowable 
if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2 nd paragraph; that 
Claims 2 - 10 and 12 - 25 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejections under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, 2 nd paragraph and to include the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

In response to the rejection of Claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2 nd paragraph, Applicants 
have amended Claim 1 to replace the "mate with a portion of the boot" language with "remain in 
contact with the boot after the boot impacts said portion of the catch system to close the closing 
gate." This is the language suggested by the Examiner adapted to be consistent with the 
terminology of Claim 1, and is fully supported in the specification. 
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In response to the rejection of Claims 1 - 26 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2 n paragraph: 
Applicants have removed the phrase "such as a snowboard" from Claims 1 and 1 1 ; Applicants 
have removed the word "conventional" from Claim 1 1 ; and Applicants have replaced 
"automatic" with "closing" in Claim 19. These rejections have been resolved without adding 
new matter. Claim 26 has been canceled, so the rejections of Claim 26 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2 nd 
paragraph, are moot. 

Regarding the only rejection based on prior art, Applicants cancel Claim 26, to move the 
case to allowance. 

Applicant now believes the application is in condition for allowance and respectfully 
requests the same. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Barbara S. Pedersen, Registration No. 36,237 
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